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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on 01 April 2005 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) p ape r No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) U Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 051005 



Application/Control Number: 10/816,767 (SALO et al.) 
Art Unit: 2142 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is in response to Application No. 10/816,767 filed 04/01/04, claims 1-21 
have been examined and remain pending. 

2. Acknowledgment in this application as a continuation-in-part under 35 U.S.C. 120 to Application 
No. 09/438,817, entitled "SECURE REMOTE ACCESS TO ENTERPRISE NETWORKS", filed 
November 10, 1999, abandoned as of 10/27/04. 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following noted minor informality: the clause 'the requisite 
browser data" lack antecedent basis", correction is required. 

Claim Rejection under 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner 
to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jammes et. al. (US 
6,484,149 Bl) (referred to as Jammes hereafter) in view of Gregg et. al. (US 6,516,416 B2) (referred to 
as Gregg hereafter). 
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Regarding claim 1, Jammes teaches a system as shown on Figs. 1-3, comprising: 

a "remote access" device (102) coupled to a "data" network (104) (Fig. 1, col 8/lines 34-41), 

the remote device having browser (102) capabilities to accommodate a request inputted by a 
"subscriber" user to access the "subscriber information" data (col 9/lines 1-8; col 6/lines 17-20, 41-58, 
user input see col 21 /lines 11-14); 

a "an application gateway" server (106) hosting the subscriber information (col 12/lines 1-10, col 
6/lines 22-30 and info including col 6/lines 66-col 7/line 7), the application gateway server comprising: 

a navigation module (350/352) for receiving data in a predetermined (e.g. HTTP and/or URL) 
format (see Fig. 3, col 17/lines 55-58) and accessing information (called "device specific") associated 
with said received data (col 9/lines 1-10, col 7/lines 8-17, 30-39, col 12/lines 1-10); 

a data module (1 14) for obtaining (e.g. said subscriber) information requested (325/324 of Fig. 3, 
col 29/lines 29-38) and passing said subscriber information to the navigation module (Fig. 3, col 9/lines 
10-21, 45-51, 65-66, col 8/lines 46-67 and col 16/lines 42-49); 

a session module for maintaining temporary data associated with the subscriber, said session 
module interfacing with said navigation module; 

a rendering module for obtaining "requisite browser" displayable data based on desired action 
(e.g. subscriber's request) (col 43/lines 55-63) and current state associated with said session (col 50/lines 
1-30), including converting (354) requested subscriber information to a format specific to subscriber 
device specific format e.g. client readable format (col 7/lines 15-65) and 

verifying subscriber identity using information inputted by the subscriber, including name, 
password or cookie (col 49/lines 15-32); however Jammes does not explicitly teach means ("session 
module") for maintaining temporary data associated with the subscriber, and communicating 
"interfacing" with said navigation module; 

Gregg disclosure within the invention's field of endeavor, teaches a hosting server including a 
session module (col 7/lines 42-47), specifically, a session related module (52) for maintaining session 
related data (i.e. "temporary data") associated with a subscriber (col 1 1/lines 19-30), and for 
communicating with a subscription access server (34) receiving subscriber access requests (col 6/lines 41- 
45), session data including temporary data (col 12/lines 1-13, 60-62); further teaching 

a rendering module (74) for obtaining data based on desired action (e.g. apply for a different 
subscription) and current state (e.g. existing subscriber) (col 8/lines 39-67), the obtained data including 
browser related data "requisite" (col 36/lines 32-38); 
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an authentication module associated with said data source module for verifying subscriber 
credentials (authenticates: col 4/lines 50-54, validates or verifies; col 6/lines 26-31 based on subscriber 
information "credentials"; col 6/lines 66-col 7/line 27). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
given the teachings of Jammes for accessing web sites in a e-commerce environment over the Web, the 
teachings of Gregg for improving subscription access system over the Internet would be readily apparent. 
One ordinary skilled in the art would be motivated to combine the teachings of Jammes and Gregg for 
customizing and/or personalizing the information provided to the consumer and/or subscriber, based on 
the browser type and the sites visited by the subscriber, providing client readable/rendable based on the 
obtained and stored browser type device information making information frequently accessed readily 
available without user explicitly requesting it. 

Regarding claims 2-3, a database associated with said data source module (1 14 of Fig. 3), wherein said 
authentication module compares user data with user stored data, said user stored data being stored on said 
database (Gregg: authenticates: col 4/lines 50-54, validates or verifies; col 6/lines 26-31 based on 
subscriber information "credentials"; col 6/lines 66-col 7/line 27) and wherein said predetermined format 
comprises data in URL format (Jammes: Fig. 3, col 17/lines 55-58). 

Regarding claim 4, wherein said subscriber information comprises enterprise specific information 
(Jammes: col 6/lines 32-40 and Gregg: col 1/lines 20-27). 

Regarding claim 5, said navigation module extracts an action request from said data in the predetermined 
format (Jammes: col 17/lines 55-61), passes the action request to the data source module which retrieves 
any necessary information based upon the action request (Jammes: col 17/lines 61-col 18/line 15); and 
said navigation module retrieves a "browser specific screen" data corresponding to the action request 
from the rendering module (Jammes: col 7/lines 15-65 and Gregg: col 36/lines 32-38). 

Regarding claims 6-9, the ability to receive information and data requests in remote access device specific 
formats and convert said information and data requests into data packets (Jammes: col 7/lines 15-65, col 
17/line 61-col 18/line 15) and wherein the data network comprises the Internet (Jammes: col 5/lines 48- 
52, col 6/lines 14-21), wherein the data network comprises a dedicated network connection (Jammes: col 
5/lines 48-52), and wherein the remote access device comprises a personal computer (Gregg: col 9/lines 
1-15). 
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Regarding claim 10, as discussed on claim 1, further comprising the steps of 

receiving a "subscriber information" request in a predetermined format (e.g. HTTP and/URL) 

(Jammes: see Fig. 3, col 17/lines 55-58); 

"navigating the access and transmission" parsing or scanning and/or analyzing the requested 

subscriber information (Jammes; col 17/lines 55-col 18/line 5), 

said transmission of the requested subscriber information being in a "subscriber device specific" 

predetermined format (Jammes: see Fig. 3, col 17/lines 55-58); said access and transmission navigating 

step comprising: 

"compiling" gathering or collecting subscriber information based on said subscriber information 
request (Gregg: col 8/lines 39-67 and col 36/lines 32-38); 

"assembling" processing and displaying said subscriber information into a "device specific 
format" associated with the subscriber device, wherein said predetermined format for said subscriber 
information request differs from said subscriber device specific predetermined format (Jammes: device 
specific format conversion col 7/lines 15-65 and browser type data col 36/lines 32-38); and 

transmitting the assembled and rendered subscriber information to said subscriber device (col 
20/lines 45-col 21/lines 64, rendering accessed/retrieved content, col 6/lines 40-45). 

Regarding claim 1 1, this claim comprises limitations substantially the same as those discussed on claims 
3 and 5 same rationale of rejection is applicable. 

Regarding claim 12, parsing said subscriber information into an action task and a page specific task, and 
compiling content data based on the information identified on the parsing step (Jammes; col 17/lines 55- 
col 18/line 5). 

Regarding claim 13, verifying user credentials using information maintained with subscriber information 
at a (called local) database (Gregg: authenticates: col 4/lines 50-54, validates or verifies; col 6/lines 26-3 1 
based on subscriber information "credentials"; col 6/lines 66-col 7/line 27). 

Regarding claims 14, 16 and 21, this claim is substantially the same as claim 4, discussed above, same 
rationale of rejection is applicable. 

Regarding claim 15, compiling comprises seeking requested information from a ("local") database 
(Jammes; col 17/lines 55-col 18/line 5). 
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Regarding claim 17, this claim is substantially the same as limitations discussed on claims 1, 3, 10-1 1, 
same rationale of rejection is applicable. 

Regarding claim 18, wherein verified credentials some reside on a (called "enterprise") database (Gregg: 
authenticates: col 4/lines 50-54, validates or verifies; col 6/lines 26-31 based on subscriber information 
"credentials"; col 6/lines 66-col 7/line 27). 

Regarding claims 19-20, substantially the same as limitations in claims 1, 3, 10-1 1, same rationale of 
rejection is applicable and wherein said navigation module parses said URL subscriber request into 
identifiable segments, at least one segment comprising a requested action (Jammes; col 17/lines 55-col 
18/line5). 

Citation of Pertinent Art: 

The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Copies of documents cited will be provided as set forth in MPEP§ 707.05(a): 

US 5,796,952 

DAVIS et. al. teaches where web based content is requested by the client from a first server, 
standard communication formats (TCP/IP and HTTP protocols), wherein the content may be located on 
any HTTP server on the Internet. The request content will then be fetched by the client using TCP/IP and 
HTTP protocols from Server and rendered on the browser. Server programs (CGI scripts) it may collect 
information from the HTTP request header such as browser type, 

US 5,987,480 

DONOHUE et. al. teaches receiving subscriber requests in URL format having browser device 
specific information and transmits device specific subscriber data in a browser specific format. 
Specifically, receiving data in a predetermined format and accessing device specific information, . 
including extracting from an client request having a predetermined format, device specific information, 
i.e. browser specific information. In response to a request from a client computer for data, automatically 
providing data which is compatible with the client computer's browser type. Storing on the web server a 
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plurality of document templates compatible with a plurality of types of web browsers, automatically 
identifying at the web server the type of browser operating on the client computer, and selecting one of 
the plurality of dynamic and static document templates to be populated which is compatible with the 
client computer's browser type. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Prieto, B. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3902. The Examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday from 6:00 to 3:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, Jack B. Harvey can be reached on (571) 272-3896. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800/4700. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system, status information for published application may be obtained from 
either Private or Public PAIR, for unpublished application Private PAIR only (see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov or the Electronic Business Center at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

or faxed to the Central Fax Office: 

(703) 872-9306, for Official communications and entry; 

Or Telephone: 

(703) 306-5631 for TC 2100 Customer Service Office. 



B. Prieto 

Primary Examiner 
May 11,2005 




